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GARTH ANDERSON:  Good eveni ng everybody.
Wel cone to the Mead Restoration Advisory Board
Meeting. | appreciate everyone conming out in spite
of the threatening weather. |'m Garth Anderson and
I"'mthe Corps of Engineer's project manager for the
Mead site.

Before | get started because of the
t hreat eni ng weat her | guess we've al ready kind of
t hought about what happens if tornado sirens go off.
This is sonething |'ve never had to do before at a
RAB neeting, but it wasn't on the agenda but | think
it's inmportant enough to cover.

VWat |'ve been told by those fol ks that
live in Mead, that the best place to go -- this
probably isn't the best building to be in, a big
steel building with a big sheet netal buil ding next
to us, apparently a block that way is a --

Brady, where -- block that way, a bl ock
over, the church?

BRADY BI GELOWN Down one block -- go to
the stop sign, down one block to --

GARTH ANDERSON: Fol Il ow him hopefully the
doors are open when we get there.

Al right. Well, without further ado

let's go ahead and get started, a couple of
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admi ni strative announcenents.

Toni ght we actually figured out how to get
the coffee pot to work, so we do have coffee,
cooki es; help yourself, and maybe it'l|l nake the
evening a little nore pleasant.

There are handouts in the back as you cane
in. If you did not signinl'dreally appreciate it
if you could sign in because we like to see who al
cones to these, and if you want to get added to our
mailing Iist we can do that too. There are copies
of our presentation slides back there and sone ot her
items.

VI DECGRAPHER:  Renenber nme and the court
reporter.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes, we'll get there,
woul dn't forget you.

This is our agenda for tonight and Il
get some introductions too. You know, reviewthe
agenda, | ook at sonme itenms that we -- things we've

done since the | ast neeting.
We're going to tal k about groundwater

nonitoring; it's a big topic of interest, and we'l
get into that in sonme detail. We'Il talk about the
next RAB mneeting, and, of course, we're always open

to questions and answers.
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I ntroducti ons, our community co-chair
Ms. Melissa Konecky, is in back, you can wave.

t hi nk everybody probably knows you al ready.

Again, |'m Garth Anderson, the Arny
co-chair, and other board menbers, first we have
Scott Marquess from EPA Region 7, M. Larry Angle
fromthe Lower Platte Natural Resource District, and
a coupl e other Corps enployees that are here
tonight. W have Mary Lyle, one of the project
engi neers on the project, and Cathi Sanders, our
envi ronnent al attorney.

Did | mss anybody, Scott?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Alyse Stoy.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yeah, Alyse Stoy, EPA
Regi on 7 attorney.

Okay. Sone of the meeting guidelines just

to help the meeting run a little bit better, again

we -- it's public participation, we like to answer
guestions. W'Il stand up here as |ong as anybody
wants to.

Because of the weather we don't want to
linger too long so we're going to try to end on
time, stick to the agenda. Let's try to keep it to
one question at a tine just so we can fully answer

everybody's questi on.
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Sli de.

Here's the kicker: Meetings are being
recorded. |If you don't want to be on the DVD of
this meeting then you night have to hide your face
or sonething, but we have it recorded on DVD and we
al so have a transcriptionist that will provide a
witten transcript of the neeting.

Both of these items will be placed on
the -- the transcript will be placed on the web site
once it's conplete, and the transcript with the DVD
will be placed in the Mead Public Library.

LYNN MOORER: Wien will that happen?

GARTH ANDERSON: A typical turnaround is
usual ly --

COURT REPORTER: Two, three weeks.

GARTH ANDERSON:  About a nonth because we
get it fromthe transcriptionist, and then we do
sone quality control on it to nake sure all the
nanes and terns and everything is correct, and then
we' |l make the corrections and then post it.

LYNN MOORER: |' m Lynn MNoorer
MO ORER

M. Anderson, how nany of the DVDs are in
the Iibrary now as you have said they are?

GARTH ANDERSON: Just one copy right now.
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LYNN MOORER:  And t hose were pl aced there
when?

GARTH ANDERSON: M. Bigel ow, those were,
what, two weeks ago?

BRADY BI GELOW W Fed Ex them over, but
it gets held for a while. |1'mgoing up tonorrow to
check to make sure everything we've Fed Ex'd has
made it in, but | can't -- | don't knowif it's nade
it onto the shelf yet.

MELI SSA KONECKY: | don't think they've
made it -- anything has made it into the library
yet, as of Monday they haven't.

BRADY BI GELON  Yeah, when we Fed Ex
them up, sonetinmes it takes a little while because
they're not open every day, sonetinmes it takes them
alittle while for themto get put on the shelf.

LYNN MOORER: So the record needs to
reflect they're not actually there. Wat you're
saying isn't actually true yet. W appreciate -- we
| ook forward to them being there, but we've been
| ooking forward to them for weeks and weeks and
weeks, and there's still nothing there.

BRADY BI GELOW |'I| check tonorrow.

GARTH ANDERSON: W' Il confirm

And if you do have a question in the back
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we do have soneone that's running a mcrophone, it's
Li sa Tholl, she's from URS, one of our contractors
wor ki ng on the site.

Sli de.

Mailing list, for those of you that would
like to get direct mail fromthe Corps of Engineers,
you can put your address on the sign-in sheet.

Again, it's -- we can't guarantee total privacy
because the information is -- becones somewhat
public, so if you're sensitive to that then there

are other neans for us to disseninate information to

you.
Sli de.
And we do have a project web site, it's
getting better all the tine. W've -- we've been

posting things as we get it as quickly as we can

after we've checked it out to make sure it's

accur at e.

And al so an e-mail list, |'ve been
conpiling an e-mail |ist of whoever's provided ne
their address, and when I -- when | send things out

| do the mass e-nail nmailing |ist to whoever has
provi ded nme their address.
One other feature | would like to point

out is M. Brady Bigel ow fromour contractor ECC,
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8
he is here with the project database, and he has the
capability tonight if you have any specific data
guestions on nonitoring, sanmpling, anything that's
been collected on site, he can run the query and
we'll be able to provide you an answer on that
t oni ght .

Ckay. Al right. Wthout further ado
let's nove on with the actual presentation. Ckay.

First, we're going to go through this --
et me just run through this. Status update, we're
going to talk about -- we've already covered this,
let's go on.

Status update, what have we done since the
| ast regul ar RAB neeting, which was the 1st of
Decenber 2005? A lot of work has been done on
groundwat er nonitoring, and that's really our
featured topic for tonight, and Mary Lyle will walk
us through that |ater on tonight.

And | would like to point out one other
t hi ng about our nonitoring. |If after the neeting
you have questions, we have maps avail abl e posted on
the walls of our third quarter sanpling, which was
done in Septenber; our fourth quarter sanpling,
whi ch was done in Decenber; and we have our

2006 groundwater nonitoring programlaid out in the
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9
back so you can see what the well sanpling frequency
and surface water sanple frequency is going to be,
and we have it broken down by each of the four
sanmpl i ng events.

Ckay. Load Line 1, we've done a |ot of
work on Load Line 1 for those of you that are not
famliar with where Load Line 1 is. This -- thisis
what we refer to as Load Line 1.

As we've been tal ki ng about in previous
neetings, we've -- could we get that door closed,
pl ease? | think we're going to -- hold on

Since our |ast RAB neeting, the
Extraction Well 12 and 13 at the southern end of
Load Line 1 plune have been installed, and we have
commenced full-scal e operations, especially on
load -- on Extraction Well 12. 13 is not schedul ed
to start punping for another year or so yet, but
Extraction Well 12 is operational

The air stripper stand-al one treatment
systemis operational, and we've done the start-up
testing and sanpling and other things, so it is
operational at this point.

Part of that -- part of the start-up
operation also included doing some direct push

sanpling just south. There's a small bit of
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contam nation just south of the extraction wells,
but still in the radius of influence of the
extraction well, right -- right down here, and we've
done extensive sanpling through here and south of
that just to make sure that we have that -- that,
you know, conplete picture of what is the southern
end of that plune.

The start-up data -- the start-up data is
in a handout in the back. |It's a one-sheet table
that you can look at, and it's al so been posted on
our web site.

Ckay. Next item the eastern plune,
that's an area that's near and dear to everyone's
heart, the one that nost of us are concerned about.

Wien we -- when we net last, I'll point
here and I'mgoing to probably go over to those maps
over there. It may be difficult to brief from back
there, but, again, because of the detail of the maps
I'd be happy to -- you know, after the meeting if
anybody doesn't get a clear picture of what we're
doing there, then we'll stay as |ong as anybody
wants to be able to explain that.

As we tal ked about in our Decenber
neeting, we did a series of direct push transects

across this plune, the purpose of which was to
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11
refine and get a -- gain even nore confidence in
what that edge of the plune |ooks |ike.

And as we briefed in Decenmber from our
sampling that we had done in Cctober, that so far
our sanpling shows that -- it really raised our
confidence a lot. | love briefing this part of it,
really raised our confidence that the pictures that
we' ve been drawi ng of the edge of the plune is

pretty accurate.
But we weren't conpletely satisfied with

just that -- that phase of sanpling. That first
phrase not only did raise our confidence, but it

al so provided us additional infornmation so that we
could go back and take additional transects.

Let me go over here just to kind of show
you. It may be hard to catch this on canera, |
apol ogi ze, but | would Iike to point out, you can
cone here after the neeting or during a break or
somet hing to show exactly where all these transects
are that we 've pushed across the plune so you can
get an idea of the spacing between sanpling points
and between the crosscut of the plune.

Now, there's a -- we're collecting a |ot
of data and not only across and down but each of the

sanpling points also goes to three depths, so that
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when we're done we'll have a very confident picture
of what that eastern plume |ooks |ike, both at the
extent and the depth, and when we -- we issue our
report on the data sonetinme around June, we'l
even -- we're going to experinment with even
depicting it with sone cutaway views of what the
plume might look like in depth. It just gives us a
better picture of what -- what it would | ook Iike.

CHRI'S FUNK:  How far down do those |ines
go?

GARTH ANDERSON:  We went -- it's kind of
hard to see on this map, but we've taken transects
all the way down to the end of the plune and even --
['I'l come over here.

CHRI'S FUNK:  South of EW1?

GARTH ANDERSON: Right. W' ve even gone
south of EW1 to here, so we've done them here and
all the way up the plune |ike that.

LYNN MOORER: How far south?

GARTH ANDERSON: Lisa, what's our furthest
sout hern transect precisely?

LI SA THOLL: Lisa Tholl, URS, |I'd say it's
probably --

GARTH ANDERSON: Tell ne when to stop

LI SA THOLL: Keep goi ng, about right
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there.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Is that County Road F?

GARTH ANDERSON: That is -- yeah, that's
County Road F, and right now we are in the mddl e of
doi ng our Phase 2 sanpli ng.

It's looking kind of grimfor doing any
sanpl ing tonorrow because the fields m ght be just a
bit rmuddy, but -- and we appreciate everyone's
cooperation in allow ng us access to your property
so that we can collect this valuable information.

One of the other products that will cone
out of this now that we have a good, confident
picture of the plune is this will help us to put --
install new nmonitoring wells along the eastern side
of the plume so that we can not only know where the
plume is, but we'll have a nonitoring systemin
pl ace to make sure that nothing does nove, or if it
does nove, which we don't believe it will, that we
woul d know about it very early in the process.

And, again, we appreciate everyone's
cooperation in allowing us onto their property, and
we' re working as hard as we can to get finished
bef ore any planting starts.

What other activities, we had a specia

RAB neeting on March 23rd, just two weeks ago, to
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tal k about groundwater nodeling; we had a good
turnout for that.

Cont ai nnent eval uation, what is this, it's
our work plan to -- to better eval uate how

successful our groundwater containment systemis
We're proposing a nethodol ogy to EPA and to NDEQ

how t o best neasure the effectiveness of the
contai nnent system

VWen we tal k about the contai nment
systens, it's all the extraction wells tied in with
the treatnent plant designed to keep this plune from
getting any larger, because that's our first order
of business is to keep the plune where it is.

But in order to determ ne how successfu
we are, we have to do a lot of -- we have to cone up
with lots of different ways to measure the
ef fecti veness of the system both through hydraulics;
in other words, |ooking at groundwater levels to
find out how effective our punping is in capturing
the plume; we use other information of contanination
or sanmpling nonitoring wells to make sure that the
contam nati on has not spread, we use groundwater
nodeling to do predictions and to see how well the
real world correlates to our groundwater nodel.

There are a nunber of factors that go into
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the -- into the contai nment evaluation plan to
det ermi ne how successful we are.

An inportant el enent of the contai nment
eval uation work plan is the so-what question, okay.
W -- if we take neasurenents and based on our
criteria determine that we're out of contai nment
what do we do then? Just neasuring it doesn't do
you any good unl ess you have sone ki nd of response
action.

So we were also going to be proposing sone
general response actions to what happens if the
pl ume does go out of containnent, which we don't
believe it will because we have a pretty high | eve
of confidence, but we don't like to dismiss it; we
want to ensure that things are in place and thought
of if some type of contingency arises, how would we
respond to that.

MELI SSA KONECKY: Garth, have you guys
ever agreed on a definition of containnent?

GARTH ANDERSON: That's part of this plan.
The work plan that we have subnitted to EPA and NDEQ
outlines what we think are the criteria for
mai nt ai ni ng contai nnent.

EPA and DEQ are review ng that plan, and

they' Il provide our conmments and we'll sit down and
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continue to work out what those -- what those
criteria and what those factors are for successfu
cont ai nnent .

MELI SSA KONECKY: Because it just seens
that either it would be in containment or not. |
nmean, do you have a definition?

GARTH ANDERSON: | wish there was a sinple
definition, but there are we what call nmultiple
lines of data, nmultiple lines of information that
det erm ne when you're in containment.

As | nentioned before, we have -- we have
t he hydraulics of the groundwater, we have the
nmeasurenent of the actual contami nation to make sure
it's not nmoving, and other factors.

LYNN MOORER: M. Anderson?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER: | have one nore foll ow up
guestion. Lynn Moorer again

You i ssued a contai nment eval uati on work
plan in March.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER: | note that M. Marquess
sent you a nessage after receiving that and
i ndicated -- | had understood based -- well, quote,

| had understood based upon our discussions that the
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wor k plan woul d include sone sort of working
definition of, quote, contai nment, closed quote,
much |i ke we have been pondering for defining,
quote, inpact, closed quote. | haven't come across
a definition of containnent in the work plan; is it
i ncl uded?

Did you get an answer to your question
M. Marquess? |Is there a working definition in the
work plan is the second question?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Just to give a little
context, | sent that nmessage -- | had not reviewed
the plan yet, so that was ny first reading, first
bl ush at what | had seen or glanced at.

| would say we provided comrents to the
Corps this week, and this week | sent coments to
t he conprehensive review of the work plan, and, you
know, there are things in our estimation that wll
need to be revised in the plan to nake it
satisfactory in terns of the working definition of
contai nnent or however we're going to evaluate the
performance of the renediati on system

LYNN MOORER: So to reiterate my question
is there a working definition of containnment at this
poi nt ?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, there's not a fina
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docunent at this point, so there's a docunent that's
in reviewthat we've offered comments and
suggestions and things that we think need to be
revised in order to nake the containnent eval uation
work plan nmore conplete or to our satisfaction

LYNN MOORER:  Woul d you be so kind as to
sunmari ze for us or paraphrase for us where the
wor ki ng -- what the working definition of
contai nnent is right now?

SCOTT MARQUESS: | really -- | don't know
that | could do an adequate job of that. | can tel
you - -

LYNN MOORER: Well, could someone fromthe
Corps do that?

SCOTT MARQUESS: One thing | can tell you
that the ROD addresses -- and Garth tal ked about
nmultiple lines of evidence.

Well, | nean, the way we would | ook at
cont ai nnent woul d i nclude a chemnical monitoring
conponent, which is, you know, the outline of the
pl ume based on remnedi ati on goal s that have been
establ i shed, a chem cal and a hydraulic conponent.

The chemical is pretty straightforward,
and | think the ROD defines it to some extent, that

the plume is -- the ROD says the plune -- the goa
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of the hydraulic containment systemis that the
pl ume not nove fromits ROD depicted boundaries.

So that's one inportant thing, that's --
and that's pretty easy to -- relatively easy to
assess cut and dry; is the line -- or is -- is
cont am nati on beyond the |ine above our renediation
I evel .

LYNN MOORER:  Say - -

SCOTT MARQUESS: Does contam nation exi st
beyond the ROD depicted boundaries at |evels
exceedi ng our renedi ation goals; 5 for TC and 2 for
RDX, so that's one working definition that we would
want to see specified that we're going to eval uate
the performance of the renedy relative to that.

Everything else in ternms of hydraulics
gets a lot nmore conplicated, and | don't really fee
I"mvery capabl e of describing it in detail

LYNN MOORER: |s there sonebody fromthe
Corps who wants to junmp in since it's your plan?

GARTH ANDERSON:. We didn't cone prepared
to tal k about the contai nment eval uati on work plan
tonight, so not tonight, but it's certainly a great
topic for a future RAB neeting.

LYNN MOORER: W' d appreciate you

followi ng up as you pronmise to do after each neeting
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to respond to the unanswered questions, so we woul d
like to have that responded to specifically.

GARTH ANDERSON. Ckay. Let me --

LYNN MOORER:  Thank you.

GARTH ANDERSON: Cathi, can you wite that
up on the flip chart, please, make sure -- that
green box has -- right here.

W will certainly do that, and as we work
out the agenda for the next RAB neeting that sounds
like it could be a good topic, but we'll obviously

figure that out.
LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Garth, |'ve got a

questi on.
GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.
LI NDA WAGEMAN:  This is Linda Wagenan.
There are 1,249 superfund sites
specifically containing groundwater. | don't

understand, help me to understand why we don't have
a definition of containment.

This seems -- | nmean, this is sonething
that the Corps has been doing for a mllion years;
defini ng groundwater contai nment in conjunction with
superfund sites i s not new.

So why is it that when we or anot her

regul ator asks for a definition, I would think that
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that definition would have been | aid out
specifically. Help me to understand why there was
no definition for a contai nnent because --

GARTH ANDERSON. That's a fair question
We have had working definitions of containnent.

W' ve been working with principally the -- doing the
chem cal nonitoring along the south. Do we find
anyt hi ng south or east or anywhere el se around the
plume; if the contai nnent hasn't spread that's a
good wor ki ng definition

VWhat we're attenpting to do with this
contai nnent eval uation work plan is inmprove not only
our definition of containment but to have nore --
have better ways of neasuring and gradi ng our -- our
cont ai nnent .

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  So basically then what
you're stating is the definition of contai nment
isn't necessarily the issue; it's the neasurement of
the contai nnent or the measurenment to define what --
what those containment perineters are; is that
correct?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Okay. So if we know that
in the ROD, the way the plune is sitting right now,

it is not in containment in accordance with the ROD
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because the plune has noved outside of 5 and 2, so
we know that in accordance with the ROD it is not in
cont ai nnent .

So now what we need to do is we need to
run a neasurenent saying what, since the ROD we've
been out of containment X amount and this is where
and this is why and this is how we're going to fix
it, or we're out of containment to this degree and
this level and this is how we're going to make sure
that we don't get out of containnent to this degree
and to this level and in this arena; am|l right?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Well, | believe there
were two questions in there.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Yes, there are

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes, first, we want to
ensure that we stay in containnent henceforth and
forever nore, and there are ways to -- that we want
to nmeasure that, both through chem cal, hydraulic
and nodel i ng.

Modeling is a tool, nodeling is never the
final answer to anything, and what do we do if we
are out of the containnment. And --

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Assum ng, of course --
because once again we have to make the understanding

t hat when you say in contai nment, agai nst what?
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Agai nst the ROD?

Because if we're | ooking at the ROD and
saying we're still in containnment, that's a fallacy
because in accordance to the ROD we are not in
containnent. So where is the benchmark to decide
contai nnent, and then fromthere where are the
perimeters that you neasure?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Well, | woul dn't
necessarily agree with the statement we're not in
cont ai nment now.

SCOTT MARQUESS: My | take it?

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Load Line 1

SCOTT MARQUESS: Absolutely.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: It's an honest question

GARTH ANDERSON: And we acknow edge t hat
Load Line 1 was out of containment, no question
about that, we've agreed about that for a while.

In concert what we're saying in our
proposal is that when we do find ourselves out of
contai nnent, and this one is a pretty obvious case,
what ki nd of response actions would we undertake to
get us back into containment.

And once we -- once we conplete all of our
sampling and we've run this -- this systemfor a

short period of time, then we're confident that we
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have achi eved a contai nnent.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  So what's your benchnark
then for containment?

GARTH ANDERSON: Bot h the chenical and the
hydraul i ¢ neasurements of the extraction well

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  For what date, just the
current neasurenents, or help ne out here?

SCOTT MARQUESS: | think the answer you
may be | ooking for may be the ROD

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Ch, gosh, | hope not.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, it's -- well, |
think that map there generally depicts what's
different now relative to the ROD

| think Load Line 1, the yellow area, the
ROD -- the yellow area is beyond what was identified
in the ROD, okay, so the corrective action has been
install two extraction wells, EW-12 and 13 to the
south, and follow on focused extraction with EW11
in the heart of the plune starting this year, work
to do.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  So then your benchmark is
going to be based on the data fromEW12 and 11 --
or 12 or 13, whatever the mmgic nunber is, starting
this year; that's going to be your benchmark, your

junpi ng-of f point? Yes, no?
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SCOTT MARQUESS: | think that's fair.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Ckay. That is --

SCOTT MARQUESS: Also relative to the ROD,
| think just south of the blue, that's new, and |
think that's -- | nmean, that was specifically
allowed for in the design of the system

But that it was intended that if -- if the
line -- you know, where the blue |ine where
Garth was pointing was that the ROD -- there was
never any intention in the -- in the approved
renmedi al design, remedial action that that
contam nati on wouldn't go fromthe blue line to the
edge of the pink |ine because that's where the wells
were put in.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  So once agai n, your
benchmark woul d be at the end of that pink line to
establish a measure of containnent?

SCOIT MARQUESS: Yes.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Starting in 2006?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Shoul dn't be anything
beyond EW -- no, the yellow or the pink --

LI NDA WVAGEMAN:  Okay. And that's --

SCOTT MARQUESS: -- or the purple, to the
east .

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Okay. And that is
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starting in 20067

SCOTT MARQUESS: Correct. And --

LI NDA WVAGEMAN:  And that is going to be
your benchmark for containnment starting now?

SCOIT MARQUESS: Yes.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Ckay.

SCOTT MARQUESS: And the rest -- | just
want -- the rest of the equation is what makes it
difficult or what makes it hard isn't as nuch the
chem cal part, excuse ne.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  This is a really bad night
for a neeting like this.

SCOTT MARQUESS: You're telling ne.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: W want beer.

GARTH ANDERSON: Lead the way, Linda, |ead
the way. |If we would have paid anot her 25 bucks
we' d have been able to bring it in.

SCOTT MARQUESS: But the hard part isn't
as much the chenical part, although there's a natter
of the sufficiency and the density of the nmonitoring
networ k, whi ch needs to be inproved; the harder part
is the hydraulic part, which is cheaper infornmation.

You can -- and you can get it nore
frequently, but it's a lot harder to interpret, and

that's kind of where the rub cones, what nakes it
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nmore difficult to say, all right, well, how nuch --
how much | ower should the el evation of Well X be
conpared to Well Y to say that we have gradient in
the right direction on a regul ar basis.

So -- but we want to have both the
chemical and the hydraulic conmponent because we --
the nore tools and the nore things we have to find,
the nore information we can get; we can get nore
hydraulic information, we can get chenica
i nfornmati on, so we want to take advantage of that.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Onh, okay.

GARTH ANDERSON: Great. Al right. One
other -- one other thing that we're -- yes, Lorus.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Lorus Luet kenhaus.

GARTH ANDERSON. How are you doi ng?

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Just great.

I've got a friend, his definition of

getting the di shwasher | oaded is to get his w fe drunk.

We' ve been on this now, August 30th, 205
(sic) we were tal king about this, this is now
April 206 (sic), six nonths later, and we still
don't have a definition.

Now, | know the government is slow, but,
see, that's kind of the problemhere with you

people. You putts around and putts around and you
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don't get anything done. You're still talking
about -- | haven't heard a prom se that you'll have
it at the next neeting. Wuld you prom se ne that,
that's the question?

GARTH ANDERSON: \What prom se are you
| ooki ng for?

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: A working definition
of what you nean by contai nrment.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Well, we are still --
we'll still beina-- | would hope we woul d, but
" mnot going to guarantee you anythi ng because we
want to be sure that the three agencies are in
agreenment with what the definition of contai nment
is. W're confident that we'll be there by then
but -- if all goes according to our schedul e.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Thank you.

GARTH ANDERSON:  You' re wel cone.

One thing we are pretty excited about and
we briefed it in the past is the site managenent
plan. As you recall, in -- we briefed it -- we
mentioned it a couple of times, but what we've
devel oped is an overall managenent strategy for the
entire site

Now, we're about a week from finishing

that, tying the bowon it, having it ready for prine
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time. The site managenent plan contains all the
el ements that we -- that we tal ked about: Operation
of the treatnent systemand the extraction wells,
t he groundwat er nonitoring program additiona
i nvestigations in the interior of the plune; just
all the different aspects of the -- of the project
fromnow t hrough at |east 2010.

It comes with a scope of the work and the
products and the different docunents that will be
delivered, the correspondi ng schedul e and even a
little bit of cost data so you can see what -- you
know, how nmuch this whol e operati on does cost.

So we -- we're -- again, we're excited
about this because we've gotten to the end point,
sonething that all three agencies agree on, and we
think it'd be a great topic to go into sonme det ai
at a future neeting once it's all tied up and ready
to go.

LYNN MOORER: Excuse me, M. Anderson?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER:  Lynn Mborer again.

When the site managenent plan is finalized
will you put it in print |large enough to read
wi t hout a | arge magnifying gl ass?

GARTH ANDERSON: W can -- we can -- would
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LYNN MOORER: Large enough to read w t hout

a magni fyi ng gl ass.

paper and those that

GARTH ANDERSON: W wi

have that as well.

asked, M. Anderson,

[l provide both in

prefer electronically, we'l

LYNN MOORER: That's not the question |

GARTH ANDERSON: W wi

respectful ly.

LYNN MOORER: | 've been going blind

| ooki ng at what you've been submitting. It is the

tiniest

print |I've ever seen, and its basically

i npossible to print out and analyze it in any

sensi bl e fashi on.

So, again, my questionis: WII you

provide that in print large enough to read without a

magni fyi ng gl ass?

t hi cker

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes,

it'll be a lot

because it'll be a |lot nore pages, but we

can do that.

you.

LYNN MOORER: W1l you do it?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER:  We'll hold you to it. Thank

GARTH ANDERSON:  Ckay.

Let's nobve on.
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Ri ght now Mary Lyle is going to step up
and talk in sone detail about a lot of the
groundwat er sanpling that we've been doing, as
promi sed in the | ast neeting.

Again, | would like to point out that we
are tal king about third quarter 2005, which was
general |y Septenber; fourth quarter, which was
general | y Decenber; and then again what the plan is
for all of 2006.

And, again, these maps are difficult to
brief from because there's a |Iot of detail on them
so anybody that wants to stick around, we'll be nore
than to happy to go over specific data questions,
any specific questions about the groundwater
sanpling plan, or any of the -- any of the results
that we've published so far

So anyway, without further ado, Mary.

MARY LYLE: Thanks, Garth.

As Garth nentioned, we wanted to talk
first about Septenber third quarter sanpling,
because at the |l ast RAB neeting we hadn't finished
validating all of the data yet.

So as the slide indicates, we' ve sanpled
monitoring wells, residential wells and surface

wat er | ocation in Septemnber.
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The data that we saw had been fairly
consi stent with what we've seen before. The
det ecti ons above the action levels were within the
pl ume boundaries, and those bel ow were outside, so
as | said, fairly consistent with what we had
bef ore.

We distributed those letters. It was to
the well owners before the RAB, and -- but it wasn't
until January that we were able to post the
quarterly data on the web site

And as you cane in here we had a CD of the
Sept enber sanpling data tables, all the results, and
the reason we put it on CD was because the package
was 300 pages with all the tables and everything in
there, so if you'd rather have a paper copy let ne
know. | can stick it in the mail when we get back
out, but that was what we brought this tine.

Next slide, please, Garth.

In Decenmber we sanpl ed again, and that was
shortly after the last RAB. Again, it was
monitoring wells, water supply wells and surface
wat er | ocations, and, again, the results were fairly
consi stent with what we had seen in the past.

Just about a week or so ago we had sent

out the results to the well owners, so if you
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haven't seen yours let ne know, we can doubl e-check
on that and answer any questions on that.

The Decenber data was in a paper copy back
on the table if you wanted to | ook at the -- take
that honme with you, and just yesterday or this
norni ng we posted that on the web site so it's also
avai | abl e there.

CHRIS FUNK: Do you know, was ny | ake
sampled in one of those two sanpl es?

MARY LYLE: The ski |ake, are you asking
about the ski |ake?

CHRI S FUNK:  Yes.

MARY LYLE: | believe we sanpled that |ast
sumer, July. Have you -- have you not seen that
dat a?

CHRI'S FUNK:  No.

MARY LYLE: COkay. | apologize, we'l
definitely get that out. W can even talk to you
here after -- afterwards, but we have sanpled that.
We have -- we do have that data, and | apol ogi ze
that we haven't sent that out to you.

MELI SSA KONECKY: Wbul d you be able to
sunmari ze the results of the third quarter and the
fourth quarter separately?

I noticed in this fourth quarter stuff
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that was e-nmailed, you know, there were a fewreally

high results in a couple of the wells, and |I'd have

to find the page, but --

don't

LYNN MOORER: Tal k about them
MEL| SSA KONECKY:  Yeah, like --
MARY LYLE: Well, yeah, | guess | can -- |

have the -- | need to | ook at the data tables

nyself too. Of the top of ny head | don't know

t hat .

GARTH ANDERSON. Ms. Konecky, do you have

a specific question that you'd |like us to address?

MELI SSA KONECKY: Well, | noticed that

there were a couple of water supply wells that were

particularly high in TCE, and then | noticed -- and

| have to find the pages, but some of those surface

wat er

results were really high too, and 1'll have to

find the page just so | have the specifics.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Al'l right. | think we

can tal k about surface water real quick because we

actual ly discussed that earlier this afternoon anobng

our party, but Mary, if you can --

MARY LYLE: Sure. The ones that we see,

the detections that are consistent are SW6, which

is right here inside the plune in Johnson Creek

SW 8;

those are probably the ones that are high
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Around 40 and 50 are what we've been seeing in the

| ast

probably year and a half that we've been out

there; is that right,

Br ady?

BRADY BI GELON  Yeabh.

MARY LYLE:

SW 10, which, again,

woul

We al so had sone detections in

is within the plume, so it

d be -- we've seen those above action |evel, and

then we' ve had sone | ower |evel detections again

bel ow action levels in SW12, which is down here

sout

h of EWL1.

GARTH ANDERSON:  One thing we would I|ike

to point out when we talk action |evels, the surface

wat er

is different than groundwater

Surface water -- although

specific action |eve

ri ght now for

there's not a

surface water,

it's one that we're devel opi ng based on a risk

assessment, but -- so when we tal k above action

| evel ,

| evel ,

but the surface water is --

than the drinking water standard.

bet ween where it

not

CHRI S FUNK

we generally tal k about the groundwater

t's typically higher

Have you ever tested Johnson

runs out of the plune and through

pl ume and then back into the plune?

MARY LYLE

CHRI S FUNK

We --

Down farther,

like right
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across fromny house. Yep

MARY LYLE: We have -- we've tested 4 and
5 about a year and a half ago, and we didn't see
detections at levels that were -- | guess, Brady, you
m ght want to pull that data up for SW4 and 5.

GARTH ANDERSON:  We' || have Brady run
t hat nunber, and we'll get you a | evel here
before the end of the neeting.

MARY LYLE: To answer your question
about -- | think when we started this was Novenber
of 2004, we sanmpled -- there were 12 along --
13 actually al ong Johnson Creek and C ear Creek
started way up here, SW1, and then we sanpl ed about
six |l ocations over here in Silver Creek

And that was kind of our baseline, and we
kind of -- we've trinmed down to -- to the ones that
we saw -- we've seen nore consistent detections in
but every year when we reeval uate the groundwater
nmoni toring plan, we al so reeval uate sanpling of
surface water.

So as we see data in sone of these wells
around these other surface water |ocations that --

that woul d warrant us going out there, we would

certainly add surface water |ocations and nore frequent

sanpl ing of sone of those others.
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LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Li nda agai n.

In these neetings a long tinme back when we
started tal king about surface water and then we al so
t al ked about action |levels and the difference
bet ween above action |evels and bel ow action |evels;
| think that the group here made it abundantly cl ear
that we're not renotely interested in the phrase
bel ow action levels. That neans nothing to ne.

I"'minterested in the variance percentage

on your -- on your monitoring. | don't care if it's
bel ow action | evel. | want to know what the
variance is, and | want to know when, | want to know

the nonth that it's been tested in so that | can go
in and | can check year by year by year and track
it.

Okay. Wiich, A | shouldn't have to do,
but I'lIl do, so nmy question to you, Garth, is:
What's the variance on EW10? Okay, granted it's
bel ow action level, | don't have ny data in front of
me unfortunately, but what are we | ooking at?

GARTH ANDERSON: Wl I, we can certainly
answer that question, that's why we have the
dat abase, and it's a famliar conversation

W -- we |ove the database. It's a very

easy query to do, so any specific questions that
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peopl e have regarding data, whether it's a variance,
a trend, historical data, we have it in here so we
can run that.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: | appreciate the fact that
you've got all this data, | think that's awesone.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Ckay.

LI NDA WVAGEMAN:  |'mvery pl eased to hear
that, but I'mnot going to go out and seek it; it's
your responsibility to provide it to ne. | pay you
to do that job, | expect that job to be done, and
unl ess you people put me on salary to what | am
al nost going to demand here pretty soon, plus
benefits and a good pension plan, I'mnot going to
do it.

You know, as far the questions and stuff,
"Il be nore than happy to do that.

GARTH ANDERSON: Got it, thanks.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  -- and I'Il take --

GARTH ANDERSON: W appreciate that offer

LI NDA WVAGEMAN: -- responsibility, yes,
but as far as this below action level stuff, don't
ever cone to this nmeeting again in ny presence and
have the audacity to say bel ow action | evel or above
action |evel.

I want to know specifically what, because
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anyt hi ng beyond that is not satisfactory. | should
not have to repeat nyself. | don't like to, it's
not right.

So once again, when we're tal king about
EW10, I'mglad to hear it's below action |evel;
don't renotely care. | want to know what it was,
what it is, what the variance is, what is the
percent age, and when specifically, you know, when
you' re conparing these variances, what nonths are
you conparing it to.

GARTH ANDERSON: | assunme you're talking
SW 10, surface water sanple, not EWP

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Ri ght .

GARTH ANDERSON: Understand, | think it's

a great -- great thing to | ook at, and for tonight,
we' Il have Brady Bigelow run that number just
to --

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Can we start putting --
I"'mreally trying to nake a point here because we
are trying to get detail.

Once again, we've got MJD punpi ng, once
again, the surface water goes into the Platte, okay,
which is a federally protected river; how about next
RAB and every RAB goi ng forward, when we have these

results, maybe we can put sonething in there to that
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ef fect because if you're tracking this plume you' re
goi ng to have that data anyway.

GARTH ANDERSON: That is one thing we do
take into considerati on when we're | ooking at data.
We | ook at data trends to determ ne the frequency of
a particular well. |If sonething's been hol ding
steady for ten years then maybe you cut the
frequency back a little bit.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  EW 10 has not been hol di ng
st eady.

GARTH ANDERSON: | understand, |'mtalking
in general. If we see -- if we see a data point,
whether it's a well or a surface water point, and we
see an increase in trend, then that would be a sign

to us to either increase the sanpling frequency or
try to figure out why it's increasing.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Until you cone to this
neeting and then you tell us it's below action
| evel, and so, see, we need to understand the
di fference because not everybody here ponders over
the reports |like sick-warped me, okay, not everybody
does that.

So, you know, we need to stop providing a
fal se sense of security, and let's provide sone

honesty and say that this is kind of what we found,
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you shouldn't be worried about it, and this is why,
and that'll give us a nmuch greater confort |eve
t han bel ow action |evel, because | don't trust bel ow
action level.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Ckay.

MELI SSA KONECKY: When you guys take these
surface water sanples do you do it the sanme way |ike
the NRD goes out and takes |ike a sanple fromthe
stream fromeach -- you know, fromthe m ddle and
the sides, or do you go out into the |ake and just
take a sanple fromthe same point each time or --

MARY LYLE: It is the sane point each

MELI SSA KONECKY: Li ke a | ake or whatever?

MARY LYLE: In the creek we have a gauge
where we mark where we've sanpl ed previously, so
we'll go out and try to, as close as possible,
repeat that very sane sanple every quarter

MELI SSA KONECKY:  You know, | noticed |ike
it looks like there's a lot of vinyl chloride in
some of these sanples of surface water, and | wasn't
sure, you know, what -- what nunbers -- you know,
where the points referred to, but, | nean, |'msure
it's way above action levels according to my sheet |

printed out fromthe EPA



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

42
MARY LYLE: [|'Il have Brady run that.
I"'mnot familiar with the vinyl chloride.
CHRI'S FUNK: So when you say it's above

action level, what do you do; what action are you

t aki ng?
MARY LYLE: Well, actually it starts --
GARTH ANDERSON:  Wel |, surface water
there's -- probably shouldn't use the term action

| evel on surface water right now anyway because
there is no established action |evel.

In fact, the only regulatory limt right
now that the -- you know, for state water quality is
hi gher than we woul d even be confortable with, so
what we're doing is working with EPAto run --
determ ne a | evel based on realistic exposure and
realistic use of the stream and how peopl e woul d be

exposed to that contami nation to determ ne what --

what | evel would be -- would not cause el evated
risk.

So right nowthat level is -- we're in the
same -- the prelinminary cal culation kind of showed

the sane order of magnitude as what we're seeing as
kind of a screening level, but we're going to get
nore definition on that as we work with EPA to

devel op that.
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LYNN MOORER: M. Anderson.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER: Lynn Moorer again

I would respectfully request yet again
t hat whenever the Corps presents the results, which
we' re anxi ous to hear at each of the RAB neetings as
to the | atest sanpling that you have done, please be
prepared to tell us specifically the chief findings
each tine.

Now, sonetinmes you have done it. | recal
that you -- sonetinmes you'll give us a list of what
the chief findings are. Like, for exanple,

December 2004 when you found the 12 of TCE in SW11
in Clear Creek; we want to know the chief findings.

It's not helpful, it's meaningless to us

to say as you do there on both of your slides,
results correlate to historic concentrations; |'m

sorry, that really is pretty meaningl ess, especially
for fol ks who are here for the first time at this
nmeani ng.

W' ve asked you previously, M. Konecky,
RAB co-chair, has asked you specifically on repeated
occasi ons, please cone prepared to the nmeetings at
| east to give us a snapshot of the chief detections,

the chief findings for each of your quarters. We'd
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like you to do that, please do that.

GARTH ANDERSON:  When we talked to --
again, this is going to be a regular feature at
every RAB neeting. W shifted everything by a nonth
so that as our quarterly sanpling results cone in,
it's -- it correlates to a RAB neeti ng.

So the July RAB neeting will be a little
nore specific. We'll still come with lots of --
with maps to talk from the database and all the
rest, but our brief and slide, we'll try to
hi ghl i ght some nore specifics findings; that should
not be difficult.

LYNN MOORER:  Thank you. | just want to
note for fol ks who might be interested to know, you
may renmenber at | east a couple neetings ago we had
quite a discussion about the Artesian Wll, it's
M. Dending's property, and there was a big concern
about whether or not at the action level -- it was
approaching action level and then it went up to 5,
well, the -- | think one of the chief things that
fol ks m ght want to know is then the fourth quarter
2005 result is now -- it's at 13, 13.7, at that
Artesian Wl l.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Mary, can you point to

where the Artesian Well is so people can get --
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LYNN MOORER:  Yeah, M. MReynol ds woul d
like to have you explain why that happened, why that
i ncreased; why it's now at 13.7 when it was roughly
at about 5?7 1'd say it was at |east two neetings
ago, maybe a little longer ago than that.
MARY LYLE: Well, that well is actually
| ocated within the plume, and it's just been a few
years that we've actually been sanpling it, so it's
just a shifting of -- of the water over in this
ar ea.

And just to clarify that, that is an

irrigation well, and the owner is not using that as
a potable well, so we've -- you know, we've been
nonitoring that so that they -- so that that is not

used as a potable source.
And, as | said, it's -- it is within the

plume, so it's not unlikely that we would see

concentrations in -- in that well that are above two
parts per billion
LYNN MOORER: | think the question

Ms. Lyle, is why is it increasing and at the rate
that it is increasing?
SCOIT MARQUESS: |I'Ill hazard a guess.
GARTH ANDERSON: Scott, take it away.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Al right. Generally,
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you know, contamnation is flowing north to south,
we have source areas in the north. "Il just -- |
mean, you should expect to see contani nation nmass
novi ng north to south over tine either to the
extraction wells in the main part of the RDX pluneg,
same thing everywhere; that's the way it's going to
wor k.

So if we have, you know, right now --

GARTH ANDERSON: Let ne untangle this cord
for you.

SCOTT MARQUESS: All right. High, high
concentration, |ess concentration, |ess
concentration, less concentration, 5. |'msorry.

So contami nants noving this way, we should
expect to see the wells to the south increase in
concentration.

"Il just expand a little bit.

Garth mentioned some sanpling that the Corps has
done, GCeoprobe sanpling across this plune, very,
very good dat a.

It's shown over there the results, and if

you look at it in detail, they did sone sanpling
last fall, | think, I don't know, they just
conpleted -- | guess there's a little nore to do --

GARTH ANDERSON: We're still out in the
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field doing the Phase 2.

SCOTT MARQUESS: If you |l ook at the data,
what you'll start to see is thisis a five line for
TCE, this is a five line for TCE. Wat you have in
between there is a nmuch nore highly contam nated and
hi ghly concentrated smaller strip of contanination
that kind of starts up this way and kind of runs
around on the western side and is pretty narrow,
maybe a few hundred -- 500 feet or nore, runs down
t hrough here and starts comng up right through
here.

And | ow and behold, if you | ook at
Johnson Creek, SWO08 right here, which | think is
t he highest surface water detection for TCE that we
have, | think maybe in the 50s up to 60, that's
where this plume hits. And so what you do about it,
that's what the focused extraction conponent in the
ROD i s supposed to address.

So if what we have out here is somewhere
between 5 and 20 parts per billion of TCE along this
edge, what we have in this narrow band is up to a
t housand or 1500 parts per billion of TCE, this is
the part we want to fix, and when we fix that, then

what you'll see is that stuff that's discharging
fromgroundwater to surface water is going to
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di ssi pate.

And we're going to be in a position to
show all that to you when this data becones
avail able in the next nonths -- few nonths, and part
of the site nanagenment plan is to take that next
step and go in and address this hot area.

So don't look at this as -- this is not
all the same, this is not a honbgenous . There's a
smal | area through here that's concentrated, and we
can nanage that; that's the part that you can
addr ess.

If you have a large dilute plune it's
really hard to get your hands on it and renedi ate
it. You can contain it, but to make it all go away,
it's large and dilute, it's very, very difficult.

VWhat we're finding, and | expect what
we'll find as we go across the site fromeast to
west, we're going to find highly contan nated zones
that you're going to focus on, and that's what the
ROD intends for us to do to clean the site up and
renove as much nmass as possible as quickly as
possi bl e.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Dave McReynolds, | live
pretty close in that area, and as you guys well

know, and you can probably give us the data, 54 has
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been high for a long tine; are you trying to tell us
that 54 has gone down and it's pushed on farther
sout h, because this has gone up, you know, and it is
south and east of that?

There's no houses real close or any wells
straight east of it, of 54, which has been high for
a long tine.

GARTH ANDERSON: What do we have for
54 currently, can sonebody | ook that up, please?

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: They al so have TC and
RDX bot h.

MARY LYLE: If | can address that, and
this is actually probably, |'msuspecting, part of
Mel i ssa's question too, these residential wells are
|l ocated within the plume, if they're the ones that
you' re tal king about, and they do receive carbon
treat ment.

And so every time these -- in the homes we
have two carbon units, and so that when the water
cones in, it goes through the first one and then it
goes through the second one, and then the people are
able to use the water.

We al ways sanple in between the two carbon
units so that we can nonitor breakthrough. If we

start to see detections that nake us know t hat we



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

50
need to change that first carbon filter treatmnent,
then that's what that data tells us.

There's still -- even if we see
detections, they're still protected by the second
carbon unit, but we always monitor in between, and
sometines we nmonitor the water before it goes into
even the first one, which | suspect is the data that
Mel i ssa was referring to earlier

So those hi gher concentrati ons we know are
comng in already to the carbon unit, but those
peopl e are not at risk because they're protected by
the treatnent system

MELI SSA KONECKY: That's quarterly that
t he people's water supplies are being tested?

MARY LYLE: Wth the carbon treatnent,
we -- | think do we sanple those sem annually or is
it --

BRADY BI GELOW It recently changed, but
before it depends on -- | can look that up to
verify. | don't know off the top of ny head.

| believe those are at |east seni annual
but let me | ook that up real quick and | can let you
know.

MELI SSA KONECKY:  Thank you.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Back to Dendi nger's
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irrigation well; there were readi ngs of TCE at 13.
The question regarding the irrigation well is this:
Is it currently being used as an irrigation well
does anybody know?

MARY LYLE: Yes, it is.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Okay. TCE has a half-life
of 14 days. Is it 14 days or 7, Scott? | can't
remenmber, | want to say -- okay. It's seven days.

So if we take this well that's currently
sitting at 13 on TCE and we say, okay, it's going to
have a half-life, let's drop it down to 6.5, that's
still above action level, and we're going to shoot
it out inthe air when this man irrigates his field;
that really pisses ne off.

Ckay. So when Mary turns around and says,
oh, it's just an irrigation well, it's a good thing
I'"m behind this table, okay, because you don't shoot
13 out in ny area and say, oh, it's just, okay, we
got kids out here.

Now, | want to know since the Corps knows
that this is an active irrigation well and the Corps
and the EPA know that it is being registered at 13,

I want to know how the EPA, the Environnental
Protecti on Agency, is going to do precisely that,

protect nmy environment.
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VWhat are you going to do with this
irrigation well; are you going to halt it, mnimze

it, slap a carbon filter on it, what?
SCOTT MARQUESS: W have other sites in

Nebraska where we use irrigation wells as a
renmedi ation tool to strip the volatiles fromthe
groundwater as it's sprayed up, and we checked on
this a while back.

This is something we came up and tal ked
about with sonmebody here naybe several nonths, a
year ago, and the -- at the other site -- do you
know, Alyse, what site is it?

ALYSE STOY: Hasti ngs.

SCOIT MARQUESS: Hastings. | think it's
Dr. Spaulding fromthe University of Nebraska cane
up with an irrigation nozzle and helped -- to help
strip the volatiles out of the groundwater.

In terms of what risks are associated with
that at that site, the levels that they were
spraying out through the irrigation system |
believe -- don't quote ne, | believe the val ues were
about 500 to 600 parts per billion TCE, and that was
deened not to pose a significant risk to -- and |
can't -- | can't regurgitate what the exposure

setting was at that site relative to this site.
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I can certainly look into that and get you
that information, tell you what that -- how that
translates to here, but at first blush, you know, at
13 in an irrigation well, | wouldn't anticipate that
if we're allowed in other sites and we found out
it's protecting at 500 to 600 parts per billion, |
woul dn't anticipate that 13 woul d pose a probl em

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  How much does this nozzle

cost ?
SCOTT MARQUESS: | couldn't tell you.
LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Why don't we find out?
SCOTT MARQUESS: And | don't believe it's
necessarily specific to a nozzle. | think it's nore

so a function of the volatilization and the
at nospheric travel for the water nore so than a
specific --

LI NDA WVAGEMAN: I f | have a puddl e of
water and | put ny foot in this puddl e of water and
it is sitting at, you know, 6.5 TCE, you're going to
turn around and tell me that's not a bad thing?
Have you ever walked a field after it's been
irrigated?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, | don't know
whet her there's a 6.5 puddle --

LI NDA WVAGEMAN:  Wel |, if TCE shoots up in
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the air and it has a half-life, taking its |eve
from13 down 6.5 and it's going to be floating out
inthe -- in the environment and in the atnosphere
for seven days, that's just according to the EPA' s
web site, I'mjust spew ng off what you guys have
been telling nme --

SCOTT MARQUESS: | don't think that's the
way to interpret what that half-1ife neans.

LI NDA WVAGEMAN: Okay. How woul d
interpret that then?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, there's other
processes -- that's a natural decay phenonena, okay.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Once it hits the sun
light?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Yeah, but that's not --
that doesn't account for the TCE that's volatilized
as it's comng out of the nozzle, so that's going in
the air, what -- that's the seven days, okay.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Uh- huh.

SCOTT MARQUESS: So now | have TCE in the

air, | don't have it in the water, so what's hitting
the ground isn't -- that's not a function of the
half-life. |It's a function of the nunber of

chem cal properties of TCE in water

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  You know, we've discussed
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this issue, we discussed this issue about a year and
a half ago, so | guess basically what you're telling
me is we do have an irrigation well in a dangerous
| ocation that's still being used to irrigate fields
that are going to be cultivated and processed for
food to give to other people, and we shouldn't be
renotely concerned about it?

So if you're telling me to sit down, kick
nme feet up, watch TV and go to bed or whatever, then
cone right out and say that, but I'msorry, Scott, |
don't buy it.

SCOTT MARQUESS: |I'Ill be happy to go back
and ook at -- | nmean, this is not the first tine
this has been an issue.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: W' ve been around on this.

SCOTT MARQUESS: So | nean, |'d be happy
to show you what infornation we have and tal k about
it with you, go over it; | don't believe that
there's a significant risk posed by that condition
that you just outlined.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Significant risk or risk,
and your belief versus my belief? | guess, you
know, let's check and see how much protecting that
irrigation well would cost and if it behooves us to

slap it in the budget, slap in it budget.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

56
| mean, Good Lord, if it's under -- you
know, if it's under 2500 bucks let me know what it
isand I'lIl wite a damm check. It's that
i nportant, and you guys need to understand that.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, we understand and
that's --

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Then let's act on it then
Let's find out exactly what it's going to cost to
take care of this irrigation well, and then you can
show nme all your data l|ater, deal?

SCOTT MARQUESS: Just to reiterate, we
act -- our programis a risk-based program okay.
We -- EPA has authority to conpel responsible
parties to abate risks associated w th hazardous
subst ances that exceed the ten to minus four to ten
to mnus six carcinogenic risk.

If we don't exceed that kind of a risk we
don't have the authority to conpel parties to take a
response action, okay.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Maybe - -

SCOTT MARQUESS: Let nme --

LI NDA WAGEMAN: But maybe a resident who's
willing to foot the bill does, and maybe if we ask,
they'd be willing to do sonething.

So in other words, until it becones



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

57

detrinmental to one's health, the federal authorities

can't help. Well, I'mnot willing to wait that
long. | told you, I'"'mnot willing to wait that
| ong.

So I'mnot renptely interested, as we've
di scussed in the past, what a group of think-tankers
deci ded i n Washi ngt on one day over a bucket of
chicken, | don't care, okay.

I know what the EPA is doing in various
parts of the country, and they do a very good job
| also know what the EPA does in other parts of the
country and they don't do a very good job, and we
can banter back and forth. | don't care about
Kearney, | could care | ess about Kearney. All |
care about is this plune and the people around it.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Let nme try and give an
exanpl e to address your concern about the potentia
for regul ating things bel ow regul atory |evels, okay.

We used to have a speed |imt in the
country of 55 miles an hour, so we found that there
were | ess accidents at 55, yet we raised the speed
limt back to 70, okay, so what if the hi ghway
patrol man came up to you on your drive hone tonight
and said you're going 62 mles an hour, that's nore

ri sky than going 55, it's less than 70, you're
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allowed to go 70, but ne a highway patrol man, 1'm
going to issue a ticket; do think that would be
equi t abl e?

LI NDA WAGEMAN: | think that as an arm of
the law, quite frankly speaki ng, know ng that the
speed limt -- speed limt is 70, if, for one reason
or another, he would pull nme over and give ne a
ticket for doing 62, | would have to take on beli ef
to the extent to which | believe that that officer
was protecting my life and nmy property, | would have
to believe that he is |ooking out for ny best
interest.

So if he's going to turn around and give
ne a ticket for going 62 mles an hour in a 70-nile
per hour limt zone | would, in fact -- | would, in
fact, accept it.

Once again we're not |ooking at limts,
we're | ooking at what is best regarding the
si tuation.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, | think it's kind
of anal ogous, okay, | don't think you're going to
have find too many police officers who are going to
stop you and issue you a ticket when you're going
62 if the speed limt is 70, so --

LI NDA WVAGEMAN:. | can't answer to that,
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I"mnot a cop, but | bet you -- | bet you if they
had -- you know, maybe if they did maybe we woul dn't
have so many traffic incidents.

And it's Not 70, everywhere it's 55 and
65, it's 45 based on the | evel of danger

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: You're not talking
about -- it's over the level. It's not 62, it's
above the level, so you' re not even tal king about
the sane thing. It's above the level, it's clear up
to 13.

SCOTT MARQUESS: I n the Artesian Wl |
right, so the level --

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Yeah, and that's a new
area, and it's going to keep nmoving until you get it
under contr ol

SCOTT MARQUESS: Absolutely, which is
absol utely why you have to --

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: He ought to be able to
answer what 54 is nowif 54 is gone in any -- down
any.

| mean, you haven't answered any of our
guestions. W've asked different |ocations, what
they were, and you haven't answered any of those.

SCOTT MARQUESS: |I'll be happy to track --

Br ady, 54.
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BRADY BI GELOW  Yeah.

GARTH ANDERSON: We're running the data
checks as quick as we can. W've got the ski |ake
data to Chris Funk.

MARY LYLE: To get back to Melissa's
guesti on about the carbon unit sanpling, in 2005 we
sanpl ed the before, which is probably that higher
data that you saw two times, and then in between
quarterly, the in between sanple quarterly to
noni tor for breakthrough.

MELI SSA KONECKY:  Ch.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Lorus.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Got a copy fromthe
Kansas City Corps here, May 4th of '05, it says you
say you will acknow edge and respond to every
concern raised at each RAB nmeeting; it's your -- it
bel ongs to you, sir

GARTH ANDERSON:  Keep goi ng.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: On this plune up here,
we've got U, we've got J, we've got UJ, we've got
under action levels; none of that is shown up here.

Now, to respond to nmy question, would you
do that for the future neetings anytinme there's a
detection? | don't care how you do it, if you want

to draw it on this map or put an overlay on it, can
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outline it, and then the next three nmonths we'll be
able to see where it's going, because right nowthis
is all above action level; is that correct?

GARTH ANDERSON: That's correct.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: All right. So the
public doesn't have any idea where in the hell this
stuff is out there, follow nme?

GARTH ANDERSON: | under st and.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: You've got fingertips
that are going out with stuff that are bel ow action
| evel s; woul d you pl ease depict that on a map for us
in the future?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yeah, | think at wor st
case you're going -- if you reported out to a
nondet ect you woul dn't see a whole | ot of change in
this -- in the shape of this map.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: M question was: |Is

woul d you do that for us, sir?

GARTH ANDERSON: | -- we can attenpt to do
a neani ngful depiction. | don't knowif it'll be
meani ngful , but | don't -- what we're trying to

depict here is how we're containing the plune and
where it is, if it's above the regulatory limt.
LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Your own documnent, you

will respond, is what you said; it's in black and
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GARTH ANDERSON: | know what it says.
LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Al right, sir, then
woul d appreciate it if future neetings you wll
depict that on a nap sonmehow so we can -- it doesn't
have to be that one, | don't care, but each neeting
so that we can see where this sucker is going.

And it's going to become very inportant

62

when MUD starts punping their water, 1'l|l guarantee

you, because it m ght be under action |eve
to know where it's going. Thank you.

, | want

GARTH ANDERSON: We're pretty confident we

know where it's going, right into our extraction

wel | s.

Al right. Any other questions?

Looks

like we're al nbst getting toward the end of the

eveni ng here.

if you

Agai n, any specific questions about data

have a question about your well or any --

or

other points, we will stay here and tal k about that;

if you'd like to go back to the map and tal k about

data we'd be nore than happy to do that.

aski ng,

MARY LYLE: M. MReynol ds, were you

|"msorry, about Water Supply Wl

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: No, Residentia

54?

Vel |

54.
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MARY LYLE: Residential Well 54, when we
sanpl ed that --

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: What is the |evel?

MARY LYLE: TCE and RDX, when we sanpl ed
that, those were both below 1 part per billion in
2005.

GARTH ANDERSON: Ckay. Mary, | guess we
can nmove on to the March -- the 2006 GW

MARY LYLE: And | put this slide together
just to identify what we plan to do in March. W
finished up this past nonday, that data will be out
before the next RAB neeting in July.

The maps in the back on the back wall show
our plan for 2006 during each quarter for nonitoring
well's, water supply wells, and at the very end we're
going to be sanpling the surface water | ocations on
this map on a quarterly basis.

| think this -- just -- this provides a
total of everything that we're going to be sanpling
in 2006 over 70 -- I'msorry, 71 residential water
supply wells, and based on their frequency, those
will be sanpled various -- various tines during the
year.

Sone of themare quarterly if they're

within the plume, and they have typically quarterly.
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We also will continue with the one-nile buffer
sanpling on an annual basis; that will be next
Sept enber.

Over a total of 109 nonitoring wells are
pl anned for 2006, and then quarterly sanpling at
13 surface water |ocations.

GARTH ANDERSON:  All right. Geat,

t hanks. Ch, question in the back.

LYNN MOORER: | recall seeing a docunent
that nentioned a half-mle line, and | remenber it
havi ng something to do with the context of EPA; is
that an EPA-lead issue? Wo can address that?

GARTH ANDERSON: | can address that.

LYNN MOORER: What's that tal king about
and what's anticipated and what's the tinme |ine?

GARTH ANDERSON: \What we're tal ki ng about

is getting alittle nore structure to the sanpling
within the one-nile buffer zone.

The one-mile buffer zone sanpling wll
continue, and what we -- a concept we came up with
is we drew another line that's in between the
one-mle and the plune, we just call it a half-nile
line--Lisa is pointing to it--and residential wells
that are inside the half-nmle line, we're going to

be sanpling sem annually, and those on the other
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side of the half-mile line will be annual

Previous -- that's actually an increase in
t he amount of sanpling that we've been doing in the
one-mle buffer zone.

We t hought those that were closer to the
pl ume warranted nmore frequent sanpling, and the rest
woul d continue on the sane frequency as we had done
over the past two years.

LYNN MOORER: Is this a result of the
di spute resolution process when the Corps was
dragging its feet, or shall we say coming up with
excuses why they didn't want to sanple as frequently
as EPA and DEQ wanted themto sanple?

GARTH ANDERSON: Let nme tell you what we
did do for the 2006 sanpling plan

LYNN MOORER: That's a yes or no question
M. Anderson.

GARTH ANDERSON:  |'mnot going to answer a
yes or no question, it's a | oaded question so
"Il -- let me tell you what | am-- what we are
tal ki ng about for 2006, because we did have sone
di sagreenents over 2005 sanpli ng.

We doubl ed our efforts to get the sanpling
pl ans done early, in agreenent early, and we sat

down at the table several tinmes in |ate 2005 and
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early 2006 to -- to nake sure we all agreed on what
t he sanpling frequency would be, and we -- we worked
cooperatively, and we reached what we think is a
very good plan on 2006.

So at this point we are -- right now we
are in conplete agreement to what the 2006 sanpling
plan will be. WII there -- could there be changes,
you bet.

If we see sone data point that needs to be
addressed or sone -- sonething that is unusual, then
we may nodi fy the plan as we go along, or if other
ci rcunstances arise that warrant some additiona
sampl i ng.

So the process worked, we got to agreenent
early before we even went out and did -- took our
first sanple in Mrch

LYNN MOORER: May | ask another follow up
guesti on on sonet hi ng?

GARTH ANDERSON. Certainly.

LYNN MOORER: Early in the neeting on your
little fact sheet here it says Item 2, the status
report on EW12 and EW 13, you -- it says, EW12 is
extracting nore water than was originally expected.

So | have two questions: Wat was

proj ected, what did you expect, and then what is the
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actual ?

GARTH ANDERSON: Ckay. Brady, do you
want to address that because you have a good handl e
on the specifics on 12 and 13.

BRADY BI GELOW |'d have to look up in
the table exactly what it is. The -- the rates
actual ly change according to the nbdel over tine,
meani ng that EW12 punps a little higher at first
and then would slowy drop down in concentration --
correct ne if I"'mwong on any of this, Lisa.

The -- the long-term punping rates are,
believe, in 225, 210, sonething in that area. Wen
we put this well in we were able to take it up nuch
hi gher, get much nmore production out of it, and even
still it's in a position where we can increase it a
little bit more if we needed to, but right now we're
col l ecting data.

Actually we've been -- at first we
collected data -- we're collecting nonthly right now
inall the nonitoring wells that you see down in the
area, the Load Line 1 nonitoring wells, and once al

that data is collected -- actually we're feeding
that as we get it to URS, and URS is running the

nodel , and that'll give us a better idea of the

capture in that area
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But because of where it is, it looks Ilike
it's in a very good spot to capture, and we're able
to get a lot nore water in.

LYNN MOORER:  WI 1 you get those specific
nunbers for me that | asked for?

BRADY BI GELOW Wi ch ones? | got a |ot
over there.

LYNN MOORER: What was projected and what
was the actual --

BRADY BI GELOW  Sure.

LYNN MOORER: -- for EW12? Thank you.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes, sir.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: There's several of us

that'd like to know Monitoring Wll 85 --
GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: -- because at 2/26/05,
it was five tinmes the limt.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: And so we'd like
an update on that if possible.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Ckay.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: All three levels as they
do do -- they do those nonitoring wells on three
different |evels.

GARTH ANDERSON: Right. What we did, we
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did have a hit in MM85 that was above the action
| evel, and what that did was it triggered additiona
sampling on our part so that we coul d understand why
it was high.

In a case like this, if we have sonething
t hat seems unusual, like, for instance MM85, first
thing we do is we go out and resanple the well. W
want to nake sure that that is, in fact, a true
pi ece of data, because sonetinmes other things happen
like a lab may screw up, sonething is transcribed
wrong. There are a nunber of things. So we go out
and sanmple it several many nore tines to nake sure
that is a true result.

In addition, we -- we -- we went out with
sone direct push sanpling, that's where we put a
geoprobe down in the ground and coll ect sanples at
various depths to ensure that there's nothing up
gradient or beside it or around it that would have
caused that kind of spike.

And after doing that investigation just
| ast year we found that that MM 85 was not a -- not
a-- was really nothing to indicate there was
somet hi ng unusual going on that we had broken
contai nnent. W haven't seen any |levels |ike that

since in any of our sanpling.
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DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Is it there in two
l evel s?

GARTH ANDERSON: |'m going to have to have
Brady Bi gel ow run that nunber too.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: All right. Because --

GARTH ANDERSON: Yes, Scott.

SCOTT MARQUESS: The ten was only in one
| evel, the 85B.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: The second time | heard
it was two levels, that it was two different |evels.
It was low, but it was in two different |evels.

SCOTT MARQUESS: | can specifically
address that. The ten was in 85B, one well.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Yeah, right, when it was
real ly high.

SCOTT MARQUESS: There were detections at
1to 1.4, and other wells -- and you can see the
data here, you know, if you'd like to |look at it
|ater, that well at that |ocation, and then all the
sanpling that was around that, so --

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: But, you know, just
three-fourths a mle north they've had it in that well,
residential well for a long time, and it's been high
right up the road.

GARTH ANDERSON: Wi ch --
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DAVE MCREYNOLDS: 52A.

GARTH ANDERSON: Yeah, 52A is actually in
t he plume, and you woul d expect to see contami nation
there.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Yeah, but this is south
of there.

GARTH ANDERSON: Ri ght, yeah, but if you
| ook at, you have alnpst a direct line. Between
52 and 85 you have Extraction Well 3, and you can
al nost draw a straight |ine between the three.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: So you're telling us
that Extraction 3 is going to take care of that
problem that it's not going to get any higher down
there at 857

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: That's what | wanted to
know.

GARTH ANDERSON: | think --

LYNN MOORER: Just a quick clarification
we do appreciate having the court reporter, we do
appreci ate the professional videographer, as |
explained to M. Bigelow, when he attenpted to
answer to his question -- my question privately, the
answer needs to be given out loud, it needs to go on

the record, and that -- as you know, there are -- a
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| ot of people aren't able to attend these neetings.

That's one of the reasons why the
transcript's valuable, so | just respectfully urge
you all to resist your habit of saying, |ook, you
can conme talk to ne about it later or I'll give you
t he answer here privately.

No, we all want to know it, and the other
thing is it needs to all be on the record, so | ask
M. Bigelow to give the answer out |oud when he has
it for everyone.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Brady, you got it for
us?

LYNN MOORER: M. Anderson, | ask that al
t he questions be answered out loud to everyone like
t hat .

GARTH ANDERSON:.  Sure.

LYNN MOORER: Thank you.

SCOTT MARQUESS: I'Il just -- | want to
make sure that everyone here knows that EPA is
perfectly willing and able to discuss with any one
of you one on one any questions that you have or
anything that you'd Iike to have answered
i ndi vidual l'y.

It doesn't all have to be as a group, and

we're perfectly willing to talk with you one on one,
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and it doesn't have to be in a group setting.

GARTH ANDERSON: And, of course, the Arny
extends the same offer, that's why we have the open
houses before the RAB neeting.

I f your schedul e doesn't accommodate
coming to the neeting, and -- or if you have a
conpl ex question that you may want us to help you
answer, so we can go up the map and spend a little
time discussing it and nmaybe running the data on our
conputer.

Brady, do you have --

BRADY BI GELOW Yeah, |'ve got --

GARTH ANDERSON:  First, can you restate
the question so that we all --

BRADY BI GELOW The question was what --
oh, | hope | get this right. The -- what is the
proj ected punping rates of EW12 and how does that
relate to what we're punping at right now.

The -- as | tried to explain before, the
way that the design is set up is EW12 starts the
punp first and then over the years EW 13 increases
in volune while EW12 drops, and that -- I'mnot a
groundwat er person so you'll have to bear with nme a
little bit, but that sort of steers the plume over a

little bit; that's the intent.
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Ri ght now we're punping at 325 during the
start-up, we're punping right at the design rate,
and then for the first Year 3 and 4, which is [|ast
year and this year, we stay at 325, and then we drop
to 225 to 2 -- during the 4 through 8 years, the
8th through 14th year is 200, and the 14th year and
beyond, which is 2018 and beyond, is 175, so --

LYNN MOORER: W just started pumnping that
well, didn't we? It's not been in service that
I ong, right?

BRADY BI GELOW That's right.

LYNN MOORER: Ckay. So if you could just
give the two answers: What -- because you said

right here, EW12 is extracting nore water than it
was originally expected.

BRADY BI GELOW It can, yes.

LYNN MOORER:  Well, all I'masking for is
what did you project and what's the actual ?

BRADY BI GELOW Right now we're right at
t he design rate.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: How nuch is that?

LYNN MOORER: Ckay. And how much did you
proj ect?

BRADY BI GELOWN Three twenty-five.

LYNN MOORER: How nuch did you project?
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BRADY BI GELON Well, we didn't really
project anything. Until you put a well in you don't
actually know what it'll produce, is that what
you' re aski ng?

LYNN MOORER:  Well, I'"mjust sinply trying
to get the difference.

BRADY BI GELOW Design rate --

LYNN MOORER: What you're saying right
here, you're punping nore than was originally
expected, so how nuch did you originally expect?

BRADY BI GELOW Design rate for the
325 for the first few years

LYNN MOORER: So at least it appears that
the statenent isn't actually true.

BRADY BI GELOW There is primary --

LYNN MOORER:  You're punping at the |eve
that you expected to punp at; is that the nore
correct statenent?

BRADY BI GELOW  Yeah, there's a primary
operating condition and a secondary operating
condition, and it's -- you got to | ook at the
desi gn, you know, because you want to -- you want to
size the punp and notor so it runs nost efficiently
or uses a lot of electricity and a | ot of other

i ssues, but you --
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But the long term-- | guess |I'm not
quite -- yes, we're running right at the design
During the start-up phases we pegged it right at the
design rate. Can it produce nore water, yes.

GARTH ANDERSON: This is a good thing.

BRADY BI GELOW  Yeah.

GARTH ANDERSON:  |'d |ike to answer
anot her question the Dave MReynol ds asked about
Moni toring Well 85. Since Novenber of 2004 -- well,
actually since March of 2005 | should say because
Novermber is when we had the high hit.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: No, it was 2/26/05 --
okay, it was Novenber, but --

GARTH ANDERSON:  Right, it was Novenber

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: (| naudi bl e conment)
2/ 26/ 05.

GARTH ANDERSON: Ri ght, but since then the
levels in March, June, and Novenber of '05 have al
been consistently between 1 and 1.4.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Now, okay, is that at
one | evel ?

GARTH ANDERSON:  That's for two levels, A
and B.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: A and B are both -- have
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both been running 1.4?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Never higher than that?

GARTH ANDERSON: 1.4 is the highest |eve
we' ve seen.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: That's five tinmes the

limt.

GARTH ANDERSON: Actually the -- for RDX
the imt is two, so we're running about -- we're
runni ng under that. Here's the -- here it is right
now.

DAVE MCREYNOLDS: Thank you.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Garth, this is Linda

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Getting back to what you
were tal king about before and the md-nile buffer
testing --

GARTH ANDERSON: Right, the half-nile
line, yes.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Yeah, could you show nme on
the map just kind of where you' re going to be
i ncorporating that testing?

GARTH ANDERSON:. Yeah, actually the back
map shows it nuch better, but I'Il try to do it up

here. W have an exact |ine on those back maps, but
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if -- here's the one nile, here's the edge of the
pl une.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Ri ght .

GARTH ANDERSON:  The one-nile Iine.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Ri ght.

GARTH ANDERSON:  So just basically hal fway
bet ween the two.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: So are you going to go
above the NRD reservoir or are you going to start
bel ow the NRD reservoir?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Well, the NRD reservoir
is within a half mle of the edge of the plune.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Well, I'mtrying to figure
out exactly how far north you intend to go in the
test.

GARTH ANDERSON: (I ndi cating.)

LI NDA WVAGEMAN:  Oh, you're going to go all
the way to the tippy-top.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yeah, we have wells -- we
have wells within that, at |ike 80 and 82.

LI NDA WAGEMAN:  Then you're going to take
it all the way south? |I'mfollow ng your finger.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LI NDA WAGEMAN: Oh, okay, excellent, thank

you.



10

11

12
13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

79

GARTH ANDERSON:  You' re wel cone.

Ckay. Great questions, we appreciate it,
we |ike tal king about the data. Again, just want to
of fer, anybody wants to stick around, we got maps,
we're ready to talk even further.

Yes, another question, Lorus.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: This is not a
qguesti on.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Ckay.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: |'m going to stand up
I was wong. W were tal king about perchlorate at

the last neeting, | said it was in all four |oad
lines; that is not true. | don't think, we don't

for sure because it has never been tested; is that
correct?

GARTH ANDERSON: There has -- EPA did some
testing | think around 2003, but EPA has since --
t hey' ve gone out in the course of our sanpling and
personnel from EPA had gone out and taken what we
call split sanples to run at their own | aboratory
for perchlorates.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Okay. Well, | just
want everybody to know | didn't intentionally try to
m sl ead you. It was PCBs that was found in all four

load Iines, and | did renmenber reading that out of a
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docunent .

GARTH ANDERSON. Ckay. Well, thank you.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: W do need to pay
attention to the percol ate.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Let ne just follow up.

GARTH ANDERSON: Just one thing about
PCBs. PCBs are generally associated with electrical
transformers, it's a nonflanmable oil that would go
in a transformer.

SCOTT MARQUESS: On the split sanpling

Garth referenced, we took -- EPA collected sanpl es
fromseveral monitoring well clusters, and I'll give
you the nunbers, let's see 21 -- these are

moni toring wells, 21A, B, D, 24A and B.

GARTH ANDERSON:  There's 21.

SCOTT MARQUESS: 24. They're kind of a
random or der here.

GARTH ANDERSON: Had to do with when we
installed them not, necessarily any kind of | ogical
pattern, so what was the next one, Scott?

SCOTIT MARQUESS: 21, then 24, 24 --

LI SA THOLL: About southeast of 31.

GARTH ANDERSON: Right there is 24.

SCOTT MARQUESS: 31, which | think is over

in the --
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GARTH ANDERSON: 31, 32, 32.
NEW SPEAKER:  Bi ngo.

SCOIT MARQUESS: 34.

GARTH ANDERSON: Just shout it out when
you got it, that's right. 34, MM34.
SCOTT MARQUESS: 43.

GARTH ANDERSON:

SCOIT MARQUESS:

And here's 43.

Then | think we also --
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we sanpled the treatnment plant effluents.

perchl orate and D oxane, Di oxane A and E anal ysis.

W al so sanmpl ed Johnson Creek and the treatnent

pl ants, both the new treatnent plant and the

existing treatnent plant, so | would anticipate that

data will be available within a nmonth or so.
GARTH ANDERSON: Ckay. Thanks, Scott.
LYNN MOORER: | have a nore general
question --
GARTH ANDERSON: Ckay, you bet.
LYNN MOORER: -- or shall we say it's kind

of a different topic.

MJUD has what they call their 404 permt

status sheet now on their web site, and at the

speci al RAB neeting two weeks ago sonebody fromthe

Corps, | don't renember who, perhaps you,

M. Anderson, said that this was sonething that had
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been -- or maybe it was M. Leibbert, said that it
had been vetted by the Oraha district; that is, the
docunent had been prepared by MJD, and then vetted
by the Omaha district.

And so | want to read you sonething here.
This is what it says on -- this is MJD s take on
their status of conpliance with Condition No. 26,
which is under the area of natural resources and
mtigation.

And it says, both Kansas City and Omaha
districts of the Corps of Engi neers have al so
concl uded that the baseline nodeling, neaning MJID s
basel i ne nodel i ng, which reflects punping within
these restrictions, will not adversely inpact
cl eanup operations at the Mead NOP site.

M. Anderson, do you agree with that at
| east with respect to -- fromthe Kansas City Corps?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER: Al right. Thank you.

And this evening we have heard
M. Anderson give us a couple of fairly strong
statenments. You said earlier, we expect to know
very early in the process if the plune noves; you

al so said we're pretty confident we know where it's

goi ng.
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Now, | contrast those statenents to
sonething that's in a docunment that's dated
February 13, 2006, and this is a letter from Gene
Gunn at USEPA Region 7, and it's his menorialization
of a neeting that was held Decenber 12th, 2005,
bet ween the Kansas City Corps and DEQ and EPA
personnel, and it -- and one of the topics that was
di scussed was the groundwater cleanup tinme frane.

And there has was di scussion about how
specific a time frane would be, and so | want to
read fromthat portion. It says, the USACE, which
stands for the Corps, naintained that the ROD, the
record of decision, does not require groundwater
cleanup within a specified time frane, and that
cleanup within a specific time franme is not an
enf orceabl e conponent of the ROD

They say, they prefer that given the
uncertainty and fate and transport groundwater
nodel i ng, they would prefer that the tine to reach
groundwat er cl eanup be approached as a goal rather
than as an enforceable criteria.

Now, to nme that seens to be quite a stark
contradiction. On the one hand you are saying that
you are confident that you know where this plume is

going, you'll know very early in the process where
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it moves, yet you -- and you agree with MJD s
statenment that their punping is not going to
adversely inmpact the cleanup operations at the NOP
site, yet you are unwilling to agree to an
enforceable tinme limt or shall we say nmaking the
cleanup tinme frame be an enforceable criteria that
you all have to adhere to.

To ne, those two things don't conpute at
all. You are relying upon what you say is the

uncertainty about fate and transport in groundwater
nodeling. | would like you to explain that
contradiction, M. Anderson, because it certainly
appears that you're trying to speak out of both
sides of your nouth. Thank you.

GARTH ANDERSON: | disagree with that
because these are -- those are actually two
conpletely unrel ated issues.

LYNN MOORER: Pl ease expl ain

GARTH ANDERSON: The neeting that we had
wi th EPA, that discussion would have been exactly
the sane had there -- had MJD been punping or not.

The question is, yes, there is uncertainty
in fate and transport nodeling, and that's where
contam nation actually goes, and the question at

hand was how long will it take -- through the
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punpi ng that we're doing here, howlong will it take
for this plume to eventually conme down and finally
conpl etely disappear through -- through the
operation of the extraction wells.

There's -- right nowwe're trying to get
a-- we're getting a better handle on the interior
of the plume now that we have containment fairly
wel | in place.

So we're looking -- the question is how --
gi ven that the nakeup of the plunme, the conposition
of this plume and these other plunes, how | ong does
it actually take for the -- for the contam nation to
get drawn down through here and into the -- into the
extraction wells.

Now, that -- the fate and transport
nodeling is not an exact science because there are a
ot of other factors. You can't just |ook at
hydraulics. Fate and transport of actua
contam nation, there are other factors such as
di spersion, dilution, retard -- well, it's a factor
called retardation, it's kind of an unfortunate
term but it's held up by the soil as it noves
t hrough the -- you know, down the gradient toward
the extraction wells.

The -- so that question was just an
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interpretation of the ROD, whether 130 years was an
enforceabl e nunber or a goal, and we're working
on -- on -- we're working on ways that will reduce
our anticipated restoration tinme of the plune.

Scott tal ked earlier about getting the
definition of the, you know, nore concentrated parts
of the plume so we can attack those with sone
focused extraction and thereby cutting the plune
i nto nore nanageabl e pi eces, we can reduce the
restoration tinme.

Ri ght now if you talk about the, you know,
MJUD nodel ing, hydraulically we're seeing that there
is not a whole lot of -- or based on their nodeling
that we've reviewed, that it really doesn't
i nfluence the plume as we have it in place today.

So therefore our cleanup would continue as
it is, and it would really not be affected by the
MJD pumpi ng, so those are two conpl etely independent
guesti ons.

LYNN MOORER: Thank you for the
clarification. One follow up question.

This letter from M. Gunn al so notes that
Title 118, which is a part of the Nebraska
regul ations, indicates a 20-year period is a

reasonable tine franme for conpleting groundwat er
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cl eanup.

Twenty years, and the |owest so far that
you all have been projecting is about a hundred and
thirty, and sone of your estimtes have said six
hundred and fifty years to clean it all up

So | see that as a very, very large gap
bet ween 20 years that DEQ is suggesting as a
reasonabl e tine franme; have you all agreed that the
QU2 ROD shoul d be reopened in order to specify a
20-year time frame for cleanup?

GARTH ANDERSON:  No.

LYNN MOORER: What is -- what is your
response to DEQ s regulatory authority with respect
to this 20-year period that they think is the
reasonable time frame?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Techni cal Iy unfeasi bl e.

LYNN MOORER: And - -

GARTH ANDERSON: | wish --

LYNN MOORER: |'m sorry.

GARTH ANDERSON. And DEQ acknow edges t he
technical infeasibility of the 20-year. The
20 years is really based on sites that are nowhere
near this nmagnitude. This is 11 square mles, and
just the travel tine of water fromhere to here is

greater than 20 years, so --
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LYNN MOORER: Ckay. M. Marquess, |

noticed that this letter also says, EPA al so noted
that the groundwater cleanup ultimately nust occur
inatine frame consistent with the OU2 ROD, the NCP
and Nebraska Title 118, which is the one | just
nentioned, so that does seemto ne to be a gap there
with respect to what Title 118 requires and what the
Corps says it will do or what his -- what its
position is at this tinme.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Well, I'"mnot going to
try and interpret Title 118 tonight. | can tell you

what is going to happen in ternms of the site
managenent plan as far as the cleanup

I don't know, Alyse, did you want to talk
to Title 118?

ALYSE STOY: Yeah, | can.

H, |I'mA yse Stoy, and |I'm an attorney
now wor ki ng on the project with the EPA

Maybe | can talk just generally a little
bit about how we identify what we call ARARs and
those are state and | ocal requirements that are
applicable to any superfund cl eanup

We're required by federal law to ensure
t hat superfund cleanup like this one achi eve not

only what the federal requirenments are out there,
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but the state has enacted its own rul es and
requi renents for cleanup goals.

We do a | ot of groundwater cleanup in the
state of Nebraska, and Title 118 is universally--an

ARAR est abl i shed that on every single one of them
at least the ones | work on.
You're right, ideally a 20-year tine frane
is what is stated in Title 118, but it al so says --
| don't have it in front of me, but it does have
the -- or whatever reasonable time frane it is, and

inthis type of site it's a very large, conplex
site.

So when Scott and nysel f, as the attorney,
we | ook to see what is an enforceable tine frame
here. The technical part has to cone into play to
figure out what is -- what -- just as Garth just
said, what is technically feasible in order to
achieve a cleanup goal. In this case, the goal is
to achi eve MCLs.

So in this instance, the ROD -- the
1997 ROD certainly identified a nmuch | onger tine
frame, and we do have other cl eanups where we, in
order to achieve a clean up, have to go and | ook to
beyond a 20-year time frame.

But what Scott has been working with the
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Corps on for sone tine is to figure out what is the
conbi nation of what is technically feasible conbined
with how do we get the cleanup achieved in-- as
qui ck as possible, as a nontechnical term

| mean, it's in everybody's interest to
make sure that this systemis not only contained,
but it's restored, given just the inpact it has
al ready caused and the concerns that you all have
about the MJD punping wells.

So | don't know if that hel ps to answer
just the general question. Part of this site
managenent plan that the Corps has been working on
we' ve been working to try to identify what's a

reasonabl e approach to identifying how do we answer
this question of what is a reasonable tine frane

conbi ning the technical practicability, we have to
| ook at the cost, and, again, what -- what's
achievable and a tinme frane that is protective.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Qur goal is always to
reduce the restoration tinme whatever way we can
that's feasible. Larry?

LARRY ANGLE: Larry Angle, North Platte
Nort h NRD.

About ten years ago we discussed this in

detail with the Corps. They had two plans: One was
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ki nd of just a hundred-year treatment as you go, if
you will, letting the contam nant flow to the
renedi ation wells, and the other plan that was
di scussed at that tine was nmore of a 50-year
cl eanup.

That was going to cause nore punping wells
to be installed, and the NRD and sone of the area
farmers were concerned about the declining
groundwat er | evels, and what that would do to the
aqui fer.

And so we were basically questioning that
and were reluctant to go with that 50-year cl eanup
goal, and the Corps, they agreed with us and they
backed off to the hundred, so that's where we are
today. It can be done in 50 | believe, but, again
you woul d decline the groundwater significantly if
you did that.

SCOTT MARQUESS: Just one point, the site
management pl an approaches the groundwater cleanup

it's got a four-phased approach, so we're going to
| ook at each one of the plunes at a tine.

You know, what you've heard a little bit
about tonight is the sanpling at the easternnost
plume, getting a lot of good data, finding out what

the hot spot is, and the next steps will be, al
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right, well, okay, we see where the hot spot is,
what's -- how much is it going to cost to clean it
up and how much tine.

So if we spent a mllion dollars we can
clean up that -- this -- this plune, mllion dollars
we can clean it up in 200 years, $10 mllion we
clean it up in a 50 years, you know, $100 nmillion we
clean it up in two nonths.

So that's -- and so when we get -- that'l
be based on the additional data that's going to be
col l ected, additional groundwater nodeling that'l

be based on this new data, and then a feasibility
study to ook at how -- you know, once we define the

problem what's the solution and how much is it
goi ng to cost.

So there'll be a range -- stop nme -- this
is what we've agreed to; there'll be a range going
fromlow cost, |ess aggressive plunme cleanup to high
cost, nore aggressive quicker cleanup, and we're

going to look at that and see if we can come up

with -- we can reach agreenent as to what we're
going to inplenment here, and that'll be sonething
that' Il occur east plune, next eastern, further west

and finally Load Line 1 plune.

And when we get to that point that'll al
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be briefed here and everybody wi |l have an
under st andi ng of what's going on and then what the
renedy that's going to be selected, what's going --
you know, what that's going to consist of.

So that's the plan for nmoving forward in
terms of getting a better handle on restoration tine
frane.

GARTH ANDERSON: And the good thing is
this can all be done within the context of the
current ROD because it does allow for focused
extraction technol ogies, which is really the |eading
technol ogy that we'd be | ooking at right now.

LYNN MOORER: | appreciate the
explanation. | should note though it does say in
this letter, which is, again, the Gene Gunn letter
dat ed February 13, 2006, it says, it is understood
that sonme type of nodification of the Q)2 ROD may be
necessary dependi ng on the outconme of future work.

VWhat you're telling us, M. Anderson, is
no?

GARTH ANDERSON:  What I'mtelling you is
that right now it |ooks |ike everything can be done
in the context of the ROD.

LYNN MOORER: But it is still possible

that it may need to be reopened?
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GARTH ANDERSON:  The process all ows for
RODs to be nmodified if the circunstances warrant.
The national contingency plan, the CERCLA process
allows for that.

kay. Looks like that's all the questions
on the data. W whipped through it tonight. W
appreciate -- | think everyone wants to get hone
and -- because of the bad weat her

Future RAB topics, again, give the people
what they want. This isn't show business, | know
this hasn't been very entertaining tonight, but
we're interested in topics that you want to hear at
each and every RAB

Ri ght now we have a tentative date
established for July 13th, which is our nornal
t hree-nonth cycle. One of the -- one of the topics
that we've agreed every tine to talk about is our
quarterly nmonitoring, so at the July neeting we'l
be tal ki ng about the sanpling that we're doing right
now.

And if there are other topics, feel free
to e-mail nme, ny e-nail address is at the end of
this, I'll give ny card to whonever wants it, you
know, | like to find out what's really -- what

you're really interested in.
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SCOTT MARQUESS: Comment .

GARTH ANDERSON: Let ne back up, can you
back up a slide?

Sone good news tonight, a conmmunity menber
cane to the open house toni ght because he coul dn't
make it to the RAB neeting, and he asked to actually
join the RAB, the forner RAB, M. Paul Randazzo, so
we' re happy to have himon board.

He submitted his interest formand we --
you know, we'd like to welcome himonto the RAB and
his participation and input into the process.

And if anybody else is interested in
actually joining the RAB, the board itself, we
have -- we do have some forns back there.

| apol ogi ze, there's a handwritten
strike-through on there so we can actually say it's
the Mead site, but Paul surprised us tonight by
wanting to join, so | said, well, heck, | better
make up sone forms in case anybody el se wants to
j oin.

So that's good news. |It's good to get the
conmunity involved in the actual RAB itself
formal ly.

Sli de.

One thing that we're going to do in
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addition to the RAB this sumer, is we've had a | ot
of folks that have been very interested in actually
touring the site because we have -- we're al ways
proud to show of f our treatnment plant, our treatnment
bui | di ng.

It's pretty inpressive when you see the
guys from ECC, our operating contractors, working
that thing, it's quite a sight to behold. 1t's high
tech, it operates at a greater operational rate than
just about any site in the country.

We'll put it up against just about
anypl ace else, and | think a | ot of people are
interested in | ooking at what we put in down at the
end of Load Line 1, the new air stripper and the
extraction wells.

And, of course, it'll be a lot of fun
little bus tour around so you can get an idea of the
magni t ude of the plune, go around and | ook at the
peri meter.

So we'll announce a date of that -- that
site tour. Again, this is not a RAB neeting, this
is just a site tour that people have expressed
i nterest in having.

MELI SSA KONECKY: Garth, are you -- are

you saying that in order to be an official RAB
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menber people have to, |ike, express an interest
or --

LI NDA WVAGEMAN: Can you repeat the
question, Melissa, | couldn't hear you?

MELI SSA KONECKY: | just wondered if in
order for you guys to consider these comunity
nmenbers a RAB nenber, do they have to proactively
ask to be on the RAB?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

MELI SSA KONECKY: So in other words,
Lorus, as he sits here, and Nadeen and Victor are
not RAB nenbers?

GARTH ANDERSON:  That's correct. W would
certainly welcone their participation as officia
RAB menbers if you'd Iike to fill out an interest
form and -- so we can designate you as officia
nmenbers of the board, certainly.

MELI SSA KONECKY:  You know, | can't
renmenmber filling out an interest form

GARTH ANDERSON:  You did. 1997, everyone
that submitted an interest formin 1997 when we
formed the RAB was invited to join, and we wel coned
you and Kay Moline and Ross Rasnussen and severa
others onto the board, and in about 1998 | believe

Kay had to resign as the co-chair because of other
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duties, and the board el ected you as the co-chair

MELI SSA KONECKY: Well, actually, you
know, | guess, you know, what | was thinking was
that, you know, a |ot of people have put a | ot of
work into this -- into this stuff and have done a
ot of, you know, searching through files and
everything, and it just seens |like a slap in the
face for themto say, you know, they're not RAB
nmenbers.

GARTH ANDERSON: Wl |, they certainly can
be RAB nenmbers. Let's give themcredit where credit
is due, and they could fill out the interest form or
talk to me and we'll see about having you officially
desi gnated as a RAB nenber.

LYNN MOORER: M. Anderson

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LYNN MOORER: | think it mght just be
hel pful to note that a | ot of people feel that you
play fast and |l oose with the rules, so to speak
when it cones to the RAB people.

On the one hand, you have a | ot of people
t hat have been giving their heart and soul for this
for a long time, and comng to neetings very
regularly and very faithfully working on this, and

you say, no, you're not a RAB nenber.
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Yet when it cones to what the RAB Cui dance
actually calls for in terns of how you designate
what's a RAB nember, what you're doing here with the
interest forms isn't what RAB Cui dance says the way
the RAB nenmbers are to be chosen.

So it's kind of like you -- and at one
neeting you try to inpose unilateral rules on the
way things are going to run, but that's not what the
RAB has deci ded.

So we just ask that you respectfully --
that you respect the people in the community and
recogni ze that anybody who comes to this neeting has
aright to have all their questions answered, and
there should not be a distinction as to either you
are an anoi nted RAB nenber or not. Everybody has the
right to have the information.

GARTH ANDERSON: Wl |, unfortunately RAB
business is not a topic for the agenda toni ght, but
| would |ove at sone point to be able to discuss RAB
busi ness and go over the RAB Gui dance so people
under stand what the duties of a RAB nenber are and
what's expect ed.

The interest formis actually taken right
out of the RAB Guidance; | pulled it right out of

t he gui dance and --
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LYNN MOORER: Current RAB Cui dance doesn't
quite provide for it, but there is no reason --

GARTH ANDERSON: | can understand your
poi nt .

LYNN MOORER: |'m not sure you understand
the point. The thing of it is is that we would I|ike
you to be consistent and fair with the comunity,
that's the point.

GARTH ANDERSON:  Absol utely, and even the
conmunity menbers that are not official RAB nenbers
still have a right to cone to a RAB neeting and ask
guestions; there's no question about that. That's
al ways been in the guidance, always will be in the
gui dance.

Yes, Lorus.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: On your water nodel,
you have experts in Omaha that can read a water
nodel , correct?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: O build a water
nodel ?

GARTH ANDERSON:  Yes.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: They can build one?

GARTH ANDERSON: I f you ask themthey

woul d certainly do that.
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LORUS LUETKENHAUS: So there's no problem
here, you got a lot of information, if we say we
want a three-layer water nodel here, you could
build -- they could build it for us?
GARTH ANDERSON:  Sure, if that's --

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Thank you, I'mglad to

hear that.

GARTH ANDERSON:  You can create a water
nodel however -- you know, whatever your
requirenents are, you can nake it. Is it the right

nodel ? Don't know.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Let's put in all the
i nformati on you have right now and let's nmake a
t hree-l ayer water nodel, and let's run sone water
nodel s when the Platte River is al nost dry.

GARTH ANDERSON: \Wose nodel are you
tal king about first of all?

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: You just told ne you
can run a water nodel.

GARTH ANDERSON: That was a rhetorica
guestion. Yes, people can build a three-di nensiona
wat er nodel .

You' re tal ki ng about our water nodel that
we use to manage the site or are you tal king about

MJD s groundwat er nodel ?
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LORUS LUETKENHAUS: | don't really see
nysel f that there's a whole heel of a lot of difference.

GARTH ANDERSON. Wl |, they are two
separate nodels for two different purposes, although
they're looking at a problemfromdifferent sides.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: You just told ne that
they could do it though

GARTH ANDERSON:  Anyt hing i s possible.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: You under st and ne.

GARTH ANDERSON: | understand the
guestion. You can build a nodel however you want to
build it; whether you need to or not is another
questi on.

LORUS LUETKENHAUS: Well, we need to.
Let's build a water nodel between the plune and
their well field and let's have a draw down map
showi ng when they're punping 104 mllion gallons a
day, which they're permtted to, when there is | ow
flowin the river, when there's no flowin the
river, after 30 days of no flow, and after 60 days
of no flow, which they are pernitted to do, and then
let's see what we conme up with.

GARTH ANDERSON:  We' || take that conment
back, not going to say that they're going to do it

or not do it, but we'll certainly bring that up in
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Fi ve-m nute break, change the tape.

(9:02 p.m

Recess taken.)
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(At 9:10 p.m, with parties present as

the foll owi ng proceedi ngs were had, to-wt:)

GARTH ANDERSON: W' |

go ahead and wrap

We cane real close to having enough tape

to al nost conplete the neeting, but we've changed

t he tape.

We're at the point of any |ast questions,

or if anybody has given any thought to any topics

for the next RAB neeting.

nunbers has changed so if people have difficulty contacting --

Yes, M. O Hara.

MR. O HARA: Do you want to point out the

GARTH ANDERSON

That's a good point.

Li ke every good busi ness or every

gover nment agency occasionally needs to change its

phone nunbers,

SO ours is no exception, so any

nunbers that you have for the Corps of Engineers

that has a prefix of 983 should now be 389.

readi ng the nunbers backwards,

| think |'ve sent

e- mai

awar e.

It had nothing to do with our dyslexia and

but, yeah, if you --

it to everybody that's on ny

list that it's a 389 nunber, but just be

LARRY ANGLE: It's on your sheet.

GARTH ANDERSON

Yeah,

it's also on ny
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sheet. Mary Lyle had to go. Her -- there it is, so
389-3255, feel free to call nme anytinme, and there's
ny e-nail address. |'malways near ny conputer, so
i f you have any questions for me please feel free to
e-mail ne.

And 1'd love to get you on nmy e-mail |ist
so that | can send out notices and docunments as
we -- as they becone final

kay. That |ooks like a wap. Thanks for
conmng. | hope everyone's house weat hered the storm
okay and that there's no damage out there.

See everybody on July 13th, for the next
RAB neeting, and | will announce the date of the
site tour in June. Thank you.

(9:15 p.m - Adjournnent.)
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